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John Howard and the 
Reborn Right
The election  o f  John  H ow ard as Liberal leader sym b olised , in a 
dram atic w ay, the inroads which the N ew  R ight has been m aking  
w ithin traditional conservatism , as well as A ustralian political life. 
Is the N ew  R ight a passing phen om en on , 'reactionary chic", as Bill 
H ayden calls it, or are deeper forces at work?
Introducing 'reactionary chic'
A new force is shaping the political agenda in 
Australia. It is radical, uncompromising and scorns 
parliament. Though it has support in parliament, it 
primarily aims to win hearts and minds, not just numbers 
in party  cummittees.
It values being in touch with T he People, often speaks in 
their name, takes demonstrative dram atic  action, and 
makes attention-grabbing statements. Even from those 
suspicious of this new force, it sometimes wins a sneaking 
adm ira tion  for its boldness, brazenness and preparedness 
to risk unpopularity  in the short term, in order to stand on 
principle.
Ten years ago, the preceding statement could have 
referred to the radical left. Today, it refers to the New 
Right — or rather, the image they try to project.
These days, it is the New Right which is using the 
language of "overthrowing oppression", o f  "liberation and 
freedom" from the state and  oi opposition to conlormism.
"Though it has support in parliament, it 
primarily aims to win hearts and minds, 
not just numbers in party committees."
When an anti-union law is introduced, it is done in the 
name of workers ' rights and freedom of choice. A new, 
stifling o r thodoxy is proclaimed of compulsory feminism, 
trendy multiculturalism. guilt feeling towards Aborigines, 
and so on.
The idea of a smug millionaire like Hugh M organ ot 
Western Mining talking about fiberation from oppression 
is grotesque indeed. One has only to recall the power he 
wields in the mining industry which, in turn, has displaced 
and disrupted communities composed of the most 
oppressed in Australia — the Aborigines — to realise what 
brea th tak ing  hypocrisy is involved.
Yet. in the world of political ideas, a certain 
egalitarianism reigns:.to the troubled person looking for 
answers to  Australia 's crisis, the set o f  iaeas, values and 
philosophy which the New Right promotes are worth
examining in themselves without looking at the vested 
interests behind them.
Because of  this egalitarianism of ideas*, because they 
respond to a perceived crisis, because o f  a carte blanche 
from the M urdoch press and sbecause the solutions 
conform to the most conservative Australian com m on 
sense, the New Right has become fashionable — 
"reactionary chic", as Bill Hayden calls it.
W hat's so  new?
hat is the New Right? Is it really new11f so, why? 
It could be argued that there is really nothing new 
abou t conservatives trying to shackle unions, 
prom oting racism and greedy, individualistic values; 
nothing new in wanting to privatise the public sector, 
nothing new in praising the mean and narrow-minded 
"virtues" o f  small business; nothing new in wanting to solve 
the crisis on the backs of the workers. At various times, 
nearly all the things articulated by John  Howard have been 
said by Sir Robert Menzies.
Indeed, if the above list was the sum of what the New 
Right is all about, there would be little new . 1
But it would be a dangerous mistake to  ignore several 
key differences between the New Right and traditional 
conservatism. To take two o f their best known positions: 
the privatising of profitable public sector enterprises, and 
the so-called deregulation of the labour market
M ainstream conservatism has always scorned the 
"wasteful", "inefficient" public sector just as the New Right 
does. But, m fact, a large part of the regulatory and welfare 
functions of the modern state were created or nurtured by a 
series of conservative governments, regardless of their 
rhetoric.
The labour market is another  case in point. Not so long 
ago. the whole Left regularly denounced the system of 
conciliafon  and arbitration which was (rightly for the 
most part) seen as a thin veil covering the employers' 
interests. It was "a bosses 'court" , pure and simple.
But today it is the New Right and a growing number of 
employers who support the New Right who call lo r  the 
abolition or  the emasculation of the arbitra tion system,
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These changes in attitude stem from a number of sources, 
but one of the long-term reasons has been the gradually 
increasing strength of trade unionism, particularly in the 
conditions ol the long b o o m .2
Unionism has become a force which employers, and 
particularly governments, have had to come to terms with 
in the long term, even though there might be day-to-day 
skirmishes. (In the New Right's language, "coming to 
terms with" means capitulation.!
"These days, it is the New Right which is 
using the language of 'overthrowing 
oppression', of liberation and freedom' 
from the state and of opposition to 
conformism."
The highest expression of this has been the Accord and 
the greatest sin of the arbitration system, in the eyes of  the 
New Right, was to  fall in with the Accord and its principle 
of inflation-adjusted wages.
a nother element of "newness" in the New Right is 
/ %  their carefully cultivated populism. This means 
■ ^ " ^ h o t h  a "rahble rousing" stvle. with extravagant 
emotional appeals, and a more carefully planned 
campaign to win hearts and minds.
Of the latter, most prominent have been the rightwing 
think-tanks which attem pt to "theorise" the ideas of the 
New Rieht, make an impact in the media and shap t  the 
political agenda. As they themselves admit, me need tor 
such think-tantcs arises because the universities, the 
traditional conservative think-tanks, have been "taken 
over" by the left.
Think-tanks such as the Institute of Public Affairs (1P A) 
have played this role for decades, out a new element of 
populism is shown for example by the IPA's revamping o f ”
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its magazine, I  PA Review, which four months ago went on 
sale in newsagents around  Australia. Quadrant, probably 
the main public organ of the traditional intellectual right, 
is already distributed in this way.
The populist style is conveyed well in an article by Jim 
Carlton in The Bu!le tin (l May). (In retrospect, this article 
was an im portant part of the dry take-over of the L 'beral 
Party which culminated in Howard's election. The 
selection of Carlton as Shadow Treasurer shows what 
store is set on his ideas.)
"The market is the ultimate in democracy 
and every consumer votes with their 
dollars (if they have them) for what they 
want."
In answer to  his own question: "How do we recast the 
political agenda?" Carlton says:
Ih e  answer to  th is question is b o ld  an d  simple. We pa in t a vivid  
picture o f  a m ore com petitive  open econom y and  fr e e  society  we 
want to  achieve. We describe its benefits fo r  ordinary people. We 
create a sense o f  exc item en t and  expecta tion  a bou t this better  
w orld  — n o t on ly  its m aterial benefits bu t also its hum ane a n d  
civilised aspects, its fa irness and  effective redress o f  wrongs.
That kind of talk naturally leaves most of the Left cold and 
leads political com m entators to talk of the "revival style
J he operation ol markets is the centrepiece of the New Right philosophy. (These markets are usually economic, but the idea is extended to the "market in 
ideas", and fields of education and health being regarded 
merely as markets in which the public sector competes with 
the private.)
The market will determine whether this factory succeeds 
or fails, the New Right argues; the ’market will decide 
whether this industry is efficient or not, whether this 
person is employed or not, whether these goods and 
services are priced at one dollar or one thousand dollars.
Thus, the market is distorted by jo b  creation projects, 
state subsidies to  the arts, o r  to research, or to industry : by 
state intervention in wage determination, or in job  
atmosphere" inside the Liberal Party. But the significance 
of this populist style is that the Right-Left battle is now 
going to be fought publicly in a more ideological way as a 
battle between different philosophies
1 chose the word "philosophies" because what is at stake, 
and what can motivate and mobilise ordinary people on 
the right o r  left, is much more than policies. What 
motivates people is an appeal to theii deeply held beliefs 
about the nature of the world, o f  a better world (utopias), 
of their place in the world, of notions of right and wrong — 
all of which crystallises around certain questions and 
policies. In this respect, Carlton's article is instructive, 
protection or equal opportunity  laws. The market must be 
allowed to decide whether public schools and hospitals or 
public enterprises like Telecom and Australia Post, 
succeed or fail. The market is the ultimate in democracy 
and every consumer votes with their dollars (if thev have 
them) for what they w an t .3
In short, by constant reference to the market, the world
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is made simple again — it provides a benchmark against 
which to measure everything from endangered rainforests 
to the value of tariff protection. The hard decisions in 
balancing questions of morality against economic 
"efficiency" fly out the window once this sure-fire 
philosophy is applied.'’
Ihe inequality which exists when a millionaire 
businessman and a coke oven worker from B H P stand 
together in the marketplace is either explained as a natural 
result of "meritocracy" or not explained at all, questions of 
equality and ethics simply not existing in the pure market 
world.
J his philosophical renewal of the Right springs from a num ber of  factors which, incidentally, also affect the Left in advanced capitalsit countries. First, the 
growth in the power and importance of the state and public 
sector since the great depression, to the extent that it plays 
a far more important role in the economy and in shaping 
social conditions than ever before (thus "distorting" the 
market).
Second, the economic crisis of the mid-seventies in the 
face of which the ruling class has not been able to  impose 
its preferred solutions, because of the above factor and one 
other: the unbroken power of organised unionism.
Third, the challenge to the hegemony o f traditional 
conservatism begun by the anti-Viet Nam war movement 
and involving the new contradictions between women and 
patriarchal power, and between humanity as a whole and 
the biosphere (the environment).
The sum total of these factors and others is forcing a 
break with the old conservatism which could comfortably 
live with rising public expenditure, organised unionism 
and which had no answer to the critiques of the new social 
movements .5
To answer the question then, the New Right is recasting 
classical economic liberalism as a response to deep social 
changes which caused a political crisis for conservatism. 
Within the Liberal Party, it had a false start in the 
'seventies when Malcolm Fraser came to office. The
"The emergence of John Howard, 
personifying the grass roots strength of 
the New Right with conservatism, stems 
directly from Fraser's failure to 'go far 
enough'."
emergence of  John  Howard, personifying the grass roots 
strength of the New Right within conservatism, stems 
directly from Fraser's failure to "go far enough", 
symbolised by his (and Howard's) final budget which 
broke every rule in the free market book.
D iv ision s on the R ight
r he New Right is by no means a united force with a single world view; but, as with the Left, diversity can be a strength as well as a weakness. Nevertheless, 
there are issues which are divisive for the Right a s a  whole, 
as well as within the New' Right and it is important for the 
Left to  be aware of  them .6
An interesting exchange occurred between Nick
_ Greiner, NSW Opposition leader, and Western Mining's 
Hugh M organ after the NSW  conference of the Liberal 
Party last August, Greiner warned the party that:
P reoccupation with increasing profits, b lind  com m itm ent to 
balancing the books, ideological dedication to  deregulation fo r  
us ow n sake  — ordinary m en  and  w om en are chilled by such a 
message. Such are the hallm arks o f  a  po litica l p la tform  that is dry 
a nd  cold.
1 do  no t believe the Liberal Party can succeed with such a 
p la tfo rm  .... There is a th ird  p osition  which I characterised as dry 
a n d  warm,
(7 he reference to a "third position" evidently alludes to the 
more usual division of Liberals into wets and dries.)
"At various times, nearly all the things 
articulated by John Howard have been 
said by Robert Menzies."
Greiner went on to add that the Liberals must not be 
seen as union bashers nor as anti-public servant.
"Our beef is not with the unionists, it is not with 
unionism itself, but with the leaders of those trade unions 
which have shown themselves to be undisciplined .... " 
Greiner told the Herald  on 12 August. (Just how he 
reconciles this with blanket bans on strikes in essentia] 
services and the arrest o f  pickets torcshadowed by his 
industrial relations spokesperson, Peter Collins, is hard to 
fathom.)
This kind of approach  parallels that made by British PM 
M argaret Thatcher in her attempts to appeal to trade 
union members over the heads of  their officials. In her 
case, such appeals have been successful to some degree, 
since she has been elected twice, the last time with a large 
majority that included a substantial vote from blue collar 
workers .7
In NSW  politics, this strategy was also successful for 
Robin Askin in 1965 when he successfully appealed to 
traditional A LP voters.
Such a position of being "4ry and warm "and  striving not 
to appear as blindly anti-union and anti-public servant is 
certainly sophisticated and is also a swipe at hard-line 
ideologues within the New Right, Though he is not a 
member of the Liberal Party. Hugh M organ must have 
been stung by this view. In mid-October, he took the 
occasion o f  a public speech to attack those who talk in 
terms of being "dry and warm".
Morgan's views on politicians generally are often 
scornful, as he made clear in a significant interview with 
the Herald's Paul Sheehan (2 March);
" You w on't get change through  politicians," H ugh M organ savs. 
"I can't th ink  o f  a m ajor po litica l leader in the last 20 rears who 
hasn 't been crucified. Politicians can on ly  accept what is accepted  
in p u b lic  op in ion  polls. S o  y o u  have to  change pub lic  opinion r
J he area of  social issues (the family, women, civil liberties, etc.) has also been divisive for the Right. At the federal council of the L.iberal Party in July, a move by two reactionary West Australian Senators. 
Wilson Tuckey and Sue Knowles, to  commit the Liberals 
to repeal the Sex Discrimination Act was defeated by a 
large majority which included (again) Nick Greiner, who 
argued strongly against "neanderthal thinking" on
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women's issues.
For some on the New Right, usually a loony minority, 
there is no natural or necessary link between free-market 
ideas and social conservatism, because one of  the 
ideological sources of  the New Right ts libertarianism, 
which has included notions of sexual freedom and 
individualism, and which has led to an  "anti-family" 
position.
In the case of Liberal leader John  Howard, social 
conservatism goes hand-in-hand with his New Right 
economics, as he confirmed just after his election. In 
particular, Howard aims to jum p  on the bandwagon of  the 
widespread male backlash against the Family Law Act to 
promote himself. O ther measures Howard supports are 
income splitting fo r taxation purposes (which, in effect, 
discourages women from working): taxation deductions 
for child care (which could well have widespread support 
though it creates no more child care places and favours 
the rich disproportionately); and a maintenance 
enforcement bureau (to allow a decrease in payments to 
single mothers).
Even on that touchstone o f  the New Right, privatisation 
of profitable public sector enterprises, there is no 
unanimity. When Howard first floated this seriously in a 
public way. South Australian Liberal Steele Hall said he 
would refuse to vote for such legislation. Even heavier guns 
have been aimed at it, such as Queensland Racing M mister 
Russ Hinze. who pointed to  the cross-subsidisation policy 
of Telecom which benefited his constituents in the bush. 
His views have been echoed by the nondescript leader of 
the NSW Nationals, Wal Murray, who called it a "mad 
stampeae to sell off everything".
Divisions between the Liberal and National (Country) 
parties have always existed and there is contradictory 
evidence about which way the Nationals and their country 
constituency will jum p on the free market New Riglrt
economic policies. Hinze and M urray (above) are not 
about to ju m p  on the privatisation bandwagon but. by the 
same token, represent extreme right views on unionism 
and social issues. Objectively, there are many reasons why 
farmers and other country people should support fairly 
extensive government intervention, but what part rational 
self-interest plays, as opposed to  a rag bag of  racism and 
union-bashing in the small business/country mentality is 
not always straightforward.
ut perhaps the most damaging division, or 
disagreement, is on the key issue of trade unionism 
a n d  the  A c c o rd .  A n u m b e r  o f  p o l i t ic a l  
com m entators have been disappointed by the performance 
of the new industrial relations spokesperson Neil Brown, a 
Howard man.
" .... the significance of this populist style 
is that the Right-Left battle is now going 
to be fought publicly in a more ideological 
way as a battle between different 
pnilosophies."
More significant^, business is not wholly behind the 
Liberals' policies. No doubt they would like a much more 
compliant labour force, but achieving it involves a gamble 
which may prove expensive.
Again, Greiner pointed this out at the NSW Liberal 
conference: "Big business, despite a lot of what you hear, is 
really fairly comfortable with the present (wages) system." 
This was contrasted to the attitude ot small business, for 
whom the Liberals have held out the possibility of their 
employees "opting out" o f  the present system. (That is, so 
the boss can say. "opt ou t o f  unionism and your aw^rd, or 
face the sack".)
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The attitude o f  big business to the Accord was reported 
in a major study by Professors John  Niland and Dennis 
Turner from the University of NSW.
According to the Financial Review’s Michael 
Stutchbury: 'T he  study of 219 top executives concludes 
that Australian corporate  leaders prefer the predictability 
and stability of  the co-operative approach to industrial 
relations adopted by the Hawke government rather than 
the confrontationism of the Fraser years."
" ... the left, by default, has conceded 
ground to the New Right and to the 
Hawke-Keating forces by hardly ever 
talking in terms of market rationality. 
Thus, the left is more easily portrayed, 
with some justice, as airy-fairy idealists 
unable to project an alternative."
M any business leaders are "unenthusiastic about 
experimenting with alternatives (to the arbitration system) 
such as collective bargaining", even though they are critical 
of the arbitra tion  system. As against this, there is the 
response of big business leaders like Robert Holmes 
a 'C ourt  who was "lavish in his praise" of Howard (The 
Australian) and Westpac's Sir Noel Foley who threatened 
to withdraw finance from the Liberal Party if Howard was 
rebuffed in the crucial deputy leadership ballot. ( The 
Australian, 6.9.85.)
It would be foolish, however, to become complacent 
abou t the Liberals' inability to win immediate support on 
their Thatcherite industrial relations policy, They have 
potent allies in their struggle: small business, which 
represents a numerically large section of employers, and 
part of big business, appear fully behind them and have a 
great deal to  benefit. As well, there is a growing 
and deeply rooted cynicism and dislike of unionism am ong 
a great many people, including union members. This is fed 
not only by a constant biased barrage from the mass 
media, but also from actions of sections of the union 
movement itself, the most notorious being the B L F an d  its 
corrupt leader Norm Gallagher.
With these allies, and with the certain support of all 
business as soon as they see that the Hawke government 
a n d /o r  the Accord is crumbling, it would be foolish to 
expect the short-term setbacks of Howard and Brown to 
become the pattern for the next two years,
Labor, the Left and the N ew  Right
hile the origins ol the New Right spring from long 
term pressures mentioned earlier, their current 
ascendancy in the Liberal Party is also related to 
the direction of the ALP under Hawke and Keating.
Briefly, the Hawke-Keating faction, though their 
economic policies are nowhere as severe as Howard's, talk 
the same language o f spending restraint, deregulation 
and the supremacy of market forces as the New Right. In 
the short-term electoral sense, they have been very clevcr, 
capturing ground from the Liberals in a style reminiscent 
of the heyday of NSW's Neville Wran. This has helped shift 
the L iberals to the right, not in the simplistic sense otten
assumed in the press, but by shifting the whole basis of 
’ debate, and the political agenda, to the Right. In this more 
profound sense, the Hawke-Keating forces have 
outsmarted themselves and helped pave the way for the 
New Right resurgence .9 (By the same token, but with less 
impact, the left, by default, has conceded ground to the 
New Right and to the Hawke-Keating forces by hardly 
ever talking in terms of market rationality. Thus the left is 
more easily portrayed, with some justice, as airy-fairy 
idealists unable to project an alternative, and as defenders 
of inefficiencies in the public sector.)
Secondly, the pragmatism of the Hawke-Keating forces, 
in blithely breaking A LP policy, has increased the overall 
level of cynicism about politicians. This atmosphere 
provides part  of the basis of support for the New Right 
who can more easily portray  themselves as principled, 
rather than pragmatic, and as radical challengers to the 
status quo.
Third, by discrediting policies which are deeply imbued 
in Laborism, such as redistribution of wealth, the Hawke- 
Keating forces are  slowly undermining the distinct identity 
of Laborism and thus the core of their own support. 
Underlying all these attitudes is a belief that ideology can 
never play a role in hard-nosed politics and that people are 
easily conned by appeals to the "hip pocket nerve” (hence 
the Fraser-style pre-election tax cuts).
The hard-headed election strategists behind Hawke and 
Keating have reacted with glee to the new "ideological 
turn" in the Liberal Party. In their eyes, Howard is 
breaking every rule in the political book.
He is, for example, on record as saying that, in politics, 
"it is more important to be right than popular", and that 
the key to winning office is not in tailoring policies to suit 
the middle ground , but in winning the middle ground to 
your policies.
/ n many ways, Howard wants to develop the same kind of strategy as the Left, in form, though obviously not in content: realising he is in a minority, he sees his best chance for office coming from an extra-parliamentary 
campaign which aims to turn the political agenda around 
to the concerns of the New Right. (This sets Howard apart 
from other politicians because he seems to be consciously 
planning things this way. But, even in Australia's recent 
past, parties have been brought to office as part of a tidal 
change in politics and culture — the 1972 and 1974 
elections being examples.)
"To defend Such institutions as they are, 
without acknowledging the need for 
improvements, simply means that the left 
will become a stationary target for the 
Right."
But Labor, especially the Hawke-Keating right wing, 
rarely think consciously in terms of extra-parliamentary 
activity as part  of their strategy. In this, we can measure 
how far the Labor P a r tyand  its leaders have travelled from 
th Labor Party which saw itself as part of a labour 
movement, in fact, as only its political wing.
It's not easy to envisage how a left Labor Party might 
begin to build stronger links with the unions and social
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movements in a way that would benefit both. (One 
"example" is the bold support which leading Liberals gave 
to the NSW  surgeons who tried to wreck Medicare.)
A refreshing view on this question came in a recent 
speech, the 1985 A rthur Calwell Memorial Lecture, by 
Brian Howe, the Minister for Social Security. He argued: 
M obilisation o j the broad  labour m ovem en t is essential tf we are 
to  keep  reform ing Labor governm en ts in pow er. G overnm ents  
have to  be kep i honest. We cannot allow  our G overnm ent to  fa l l  
in to  static responses w hich lead to the inevitable decline and  
defeat o f  socialist governm en ts around  the world.
A Labor governm en t needs the underlying tension betw een  
pressure and  support fr o m  its constituency. Pressure to  continue  
to  involve and  reform  society. S u p p o r t to  p ro tec t those reform s 
against the attack fr o m  vested  interests ...
Partly, this mobilisation faiis to occur because, even 
among the L abor left and Left-supporting trade unionists, 
there is simply not an agreed strategy for achieving major 
social changes in this country. When one considers that the 
forces for social change extend far beyond these two 
categories, there is even less agreement on strategy.
For this reason, the forthcoming broad left conference 
next Easter could play a crucial role if it simply began a real 
debate across the left spectrum abou t these questions.
r he New Right itself is also forcing the left to examine its philosophy, goal and methods. This is occurring partly at an ideological level, since it is plain that the 
New Right is having far greater impact now than ever 
before, i.e. it is undermining left gains made in the 
progressive upsurge in the 'seventies.
But it is also happening in the field of  practice, the most 
ominous warning being the success of  Bjclke-Petersen's 
sacking of the SEQEB linesmen and the inability of the 
union movement to  force their reinstatement. The debate 
which was recently opened by the Building W orkers
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Industrial U n ion 10 is painful but necessary. Faced with 
defeat 011 the SEQEB issue, a BWIU delegates meeting 
urged:
There is an urgent need  f o r  the un ions to  stop, th ink, regroup and  
plan  a long term  strategy based on a scientific analysis o f  the 
politica l and  industrial situation  rather than on g u t reactions 
which we believe have in fluenced past strategies and  tactics.
This view was backed by a statement of Communist 
Party activists meeting in Brisbane in response to the 
BWlU's statement The C PA  meeting said: "Any 
understanding o f  the SEQEB struggle must be seen in the 
light of Queensland as a tesiing ground for the New Right 
in Australia. The results of this struggle will have profound 
effects nationally in the future. In this context, the retreat 
by many state unions to federal awards should be seen as. 
at best, the a ttainment of a tem porary  sanctuary — as 
buying time to prepare for the continuing onslaught."
The ascendancy of the New Right within the Liberal 
Party and the strengthening mobilisation of  the "Broad 
Right" in society at large must be met by a Left which is 
also prepared to transform itself.
This means, for instance, trying to understand why the 
ideas of the New Right strike a chord in the experience of 
ordinary people. It's just not good enough, in my view, to 
argue that essentially this boils dow n to lies and or 
manipulation by the media. When the New Right rails 
against the bureaucracy of the state, this can accord with 
the experience of many people through their schooling, 
their travel on public transport,  dealing with government 
departments. Something similar exists with trade unions.
"This means .... trying to understand why 
the ideas of the New Right strike a chord 
in the experience of ordinary people. It's 
just not good enough .... to argue that 
essentially this boils down to lies and/or 
manipulation by the media."
To defend such institutions as they are. without 
acknowledging the need for improvements, simply means 
that the left will become a stationary target tor the Right.
I argued previously tha t  the changing nature ol the state 
and of the trade union movement and the emergence of the 
social movements caused a crisis, then forced a renewal for 
the Right.
The same changing reality is presently causing a crisis 
for the Left .*1
The renewal of the Right has seen them reach for ihe 
classic eighteenth century liberalism of Adam Smith But 
the left cannot solve its crisis by a similar retreat to 
dogmatic "fundamentals" of marxism, but by doing what 
Marx, in his day. did. T hat is. drawing from the existing 
movement of utopian socialism and fashioning a new 
scientific socialism appropriate  for his times."
That, in the end, is one of the major long term tasks of 
the Left in fighting the New Right.
Foofno fes on page 41.
21
Wilfred Burchett continued from page 15. Footnotes for John Howard and the Reborn Right.
Mr. Manne may believe thai he can dismiss 
McCormack's work by hurling at him the pejorative but 
meaningless phrase "neo-Stalinist reading of post-war 
Asian history''. 1 have never met Gavan M cCormack and 
know only of his book Cold War Hoi War and his co- 
auihorship of  a book on Japan , but even this small 
acquaintance with his work suggests that the task of 
demolishing his historical work is far beyond Mr. Manne's  
capacities. That is obviously why he shirks the task of 
trying to demolish M cCormack's historical work by 
making, for example, a serious critique of his opponent's  
most impressive book about the Korean War, instead 
choosing to spend months on a futile a ttem pt to blacken 
Wilfred Burchett 's name, using the same weapons of 
character assassiantion and abuse against M cCormack in 
the process.
The choice ol such ignoble means in controversy is 
forced by his abject inability to make such a critique of 
McCormack's interpretation. This would require an 
explanation of  why American policy has failed so 
lamentably in Asia ever since the original decision to 
support the corrupt Chiang Kai Shek regime in China. It 
would require explanation for the absurdities of America's 
China policy in keeping that country out of the United 
Nations for almost a quarter-century, for its reverses in 
Korea and Viet Nam. Equally, it would be necessary to 
explain some of the US "successes" in A sia;forexam ple , its 
CIA-inspired overthrow of Sihanouk in Cambodia and the 
million or more victims of the Suharto  coup in Indonesia.
Above all, it would require rationalisation of  the 
irrational, Australia's slavish support for American 
policies throughout the barren years o f  foreign policy 
under Menzies, Holt, G orton and M cM ahon. Manne 
found this task too  daunting; it seemed easier to attack a 
dead man.
But he fails miserably in this also. It is safe to say that 
Wilfred Burchett will be remembered long after Manne's 
diatribe against him is forgotten. It is not necessary to 
claim that Burchett was invariably correct in his reportage 
on every occasion or from every place to  prove that his 
body of work, including both on-the-spot reportage and 
his many books, will prove invaluable for future historians 
and for those who seek to understand Asia's role in the 
second half of the 20th Century, especially those historical 
events in Asia which the Quadrant school finds impossible 
to explain and galling to accept.
FO O TNO TES
1. Had Mr. Manne not been so one-eyed in perusing ASIO's records to 
sniff out the traitor Burchett, he could have read (he Australian Security 
Report detailing the bitter conflict between Black and white American 
servicemen during the Second World War, precisely because of racial 
persecution. This appears in the ASIO papers (e.g., A373, item 2837).
2. Alan Wmnington was a Briiish left wing journalist also covering Korea. 
Winrington and Burchetl jointly wrote several pamphlets at this time.
3. New York Times, 27 & 28 December, 1977.
Laurie Aarons is a former national secretary of the Communist 
Party of Australia who has concentrated on research and writing 
since retiring from that position in 1976.
1. Of course, if the New Right was not basically different from traditional 
conservatism, it would be hard to explain why its emergence in Australia 
(and Britain) has been preceded by savage fights within the Liberal (and 
Tory) parties.
2. The question of a parallel development, the growth of narrow self- 
interest based on locality, craft, grading and so on, which profoundly 
subverts class solidarity is a related phenomenon given too little attention 
on the left. The days when the words "left” and 'm ilitant* were 
synonymous in the trade union movement are long gone, and this is an 
indication of this shift.
3. A market obviously does have a kind of (ruthlessj efficiency and few 
would want to completely shield public enterprises from its operation. 
Such a shield can mean that, to a degree, ordinary consum ers' views and 
freedom to choose can easily be disregarded. This is most obvious in the 
economies of the USSR and Eastern Europe in which the market plays no 
appreciable role (except in Hungary and Yugoslavia) and its place is 
taken bv bureaucratic olanning.
4. A "wet" Liberal. Senator Chris Puplick, who replied to Carlton, 
characterised the debate as that between 'm echanists and m oralists' ’ 
too much of Jim  Carlton's analysis is preoccupied with a comm itm ent to 
systems', systems m anagement and systems efficiency. There is a belief 
that, provded we have the mechanics of the system right, then the 
outcomes, whatever they are, will be satisfactory and acceptable. 
Liberalism to me requires a far higher moral content and purpose .... '
"The market is not an end in itself." he argues. 'A t all times the ultimate 
test must be whether or not systems, policies or practices actually 
contribute to or restrict the development of individual growth and 
freedom .' (Bulletin, 4 June.) Economic growth ana increasing personal 
deprivation can occur at the same time, he argues, despite the free 
marKeteers' blithe assertions to the contrary
5. The alternative to  the New Right renewal is. of course, the clearer 
emergence of a liberal-democratic strand within the establishment on 
social issues at least. In a neat wa v  this is symbolised by the politics of the 
Australian, which consciously propagandises for the New Right day 
after day; ana The Age/Sydney Morning Herald axis which represents a 
more liberal, relaxed atlituo
.6. See Quadrant. March 1985 for an example of the clashes within the 
Right. Robert Manne virtually accuses Blarney of racism; another 
Quadrant writer. Patrick O'Brien, challenges some of the loopier 
attitudes of 'M ad  Dog* M organ to  Australian history and to the 
environment. John  Stone attacks traditionalist economist Colin Clark 
r'vr being soft on wage cutting and deficit slashing.
7. Marxism Today (Britain, July 1983) gives the following breakdown of 
Thatcher's vote
Group T0 r j  Alliance Labour
Semi-skilled and
unskilled m anual 29 28 44
Skilled manual 39 2 7  35
Unemployed 30 26 45
(The most recent poll at the time of writing shows that 65% of blue collar 
workers support the Hawke Labor government, with just overa  quarter 
(28%) supporting Howard and the Nationals.)
8- Financial Review, 6 August, 1985.
9. Craig M cGregor had this to say in the SMH{1  September): 'E xtrem ist 
positions are not generally popular in the pragmatic desert of. Aussie 
politics. But what the Hawke-Keating axis has done, for all its electoral 
success, has been to detach the AL P somewhat from its traditional union- 
reformist-Left base, ’n the United Stales a similar process has been the 
emergence of a hardhat, working-class conservatism which has detached 
itself trom  its traditional party (the Democrats) and swung over to tne 
Reagan brand of the New Right.'1
10. See Tribune, 23 Ociober. 1985 for ih t BWIU delegates statement; see 
6 November for interview with John Devereaux, ETU president, takinga 
different view, and also the CPA activists statement.
11. F o ra  fuller development, see my recent booklet Socialism in Australia 
— Toward Renewal? iFrom PO Box A7I6, Sydney South 2000 for S3.)
David McKnight is a 
„ ordinal or of Tribune.
Sydney journalist and a former co-
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